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ABSTRACT/RÉSUMÉ 

Wealth effects on money demand in EMU: econometric evidence 

This paper investigates the determinants of money demand (M3) in the euro area. It specifically 
examines the potential impact of financial and housing wealth on money demand. It tests the hypothesis, 
whether wealth associated with increases in asset prices is used to finance liquidity holdings in a standard 
portfolio context. Regressing velocity on interest rates and a wealth variable (a composite of residential 
property and stocks) within an error-correction framework provides evidence of positive wealth effects 
from financial and housing assets on money demand in the long run, but no significant impact in the short 
run. Tests suggests that the long-run and dynamic money demand equations are stable and have not been 
disrupted by the adoption of the euro on 1 January 1999, while the impact of wealth on money demand 
may have increased. 

JEL codes:E41, E52 

Keywords: Money demand, inflation, wealth 

* * * * * * *  

Les effets de richesse sur la demande de monnaie dans l'union économique et monétaire :  
une analyse économétrique 

Cet article étudie les facteurs qui déterminent la demande de monnaie (M3) dans la zone euro. Il 
examine de manière explicite quels sont les effets de richesse liés aux avoirs mobiliers et immobiliers sur 
la demande de monnaie. Il teste l'hypothèse selon laquelle, dans un contexte classique de choix de 
portefeuille, la richesse résultant d'une hausse des prix des actifs est employée pour financer la détention de 
liquidités. Un modèle à correction d'erreur est mis en oeuvre pour effectuer une régression économétrique 
de la vitesse de circulation de la monnaie sur les taux d'intérêt et sur une variable composite de richesse 
(qui agrège immeubles et actions), faisant apparaître des effets de richesse liés aux actifs mobiliers et 
immobiliers sur la demande de monnaie qui sont significatifs à long terme mais non à court terme. 
Différents tests suggèrent que les équations de demande de monnaie, tant dynamiques que de long terme, 
sont stables et n'ont pas été perturbées par l'adoption de l'euro le 1er janvier 1999 tandis que l'importance 
des effets de richesse sur la demande de monnaie semble s'être accrue. 

Classification JEL: E41, E52 

Mots clés : demande de monnaie , inflation, richesse 
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WEALTH EFFECTS ON MONEY DEMAND IN EMU: ECONOMETRIC EVIDENCE 

Laurence Boone, Fanny Mikol and Paul van den Noord1 

Introduction 

1. Since the advent of the single currency on 1st January 1999, the year-on-year growth rate of 
broad money (M3) in the euro area has persistently exceeded the “reference value” of 4½ per cent which 
the European Central Bank (ECB) uses as the benchmark for a prudent, non-inflationary expansion of the 
money stock (Figure 1).2 Aside from a short spell between mid-2000 to mid-2001 when growth of M3 fell 
short of the reference value, M3 growth in excess of the reference value has hovered in a range of 2 to 
4 percentage points per annum. This has raised concerns that the “monetary overhang” could at some point 
boost inflation (ECB, 2004). These concerns may be unfounded if the “excess” money growth can be 
shown to stem from an increase in liquidity preference. The latter may be linked to the secular increase in 
wealth associated with shareholding and homeownership, which in a context of financial market 
liberalisation should ease the liquidity constraints facing economic agents. This paper seeks to examine this 
link. 

2. Many observers as well as the ECB explain the “monetary overhang” that built up since the 
advent of the euro by a combination of two essentially temporary factors: i) a flight into liquidity in 
response to heightened uncertainty in the wake of the stock market slump in 2000/01; and ii) the 
historically low level of market interest rates and hence low opportunity cost of holding liquidity. If this 
assessment is correct, growth in M3 should return to (and perhaps initially undershoot) the reference value 
once uncertainty surrounding the stock market has diminished and bond yields recover. This assessment is 
in line with the standard view that developments in M3 may contain information about opportunity cost 
variables for holding money beside the nominal short rate, including a range of yields on financial and real 
assets that may be considered as substitutes for money and other liquid assets.3 However, there may also be 
longer-term forces at work. Gains in financial and non-financial wealth may act as a source of money 
demand over and above the short-term opportunity cost effects. More than three decades ago Friedman 
(1970) suggested that wealth may be a determinant of money demand in a portfolio framework. We posit 
that financial market liberalisation has raised the importance of such wealth gains and that these gains may 
have contributed to the increase in the ratio of M3 to GDP.  

                                                      
1. Laurence Boone is now at Barclays but previously in the Economics Department. Fanny Mikol is élève 

administrateur at ENSAE in Paris and Paul van den Noord is in the Economics Department. This paper 
draws on research done by Fanny Mikol during her stay as a summer trainee in the Economics Department. 
The authors are indebted to Marie-Christine Bonnefous for the research assistance and to colleagues in the 
Economics Department for their helpful comments, in particular Peter Hoeller, Vincent Koen, Paul 
O’Brien and Torsten Slok. They are also grateful to Julian van Landesberger and Livio Stracca of the ECB 
for their constructive comments. Obviously the authors assume full responsibility for remaining errors and 
omissions. Moreover, any opinions expressed in this paper are the authors’ and should not be attributed to 
the Organisation or its member countries. 

2. This reference value is based on the assumption that, with trend output growth estimated at 2 to 2½ per 
cent and trend velocity declining by around ½-1 per cent, in order to keep inflation at around 1½ per cent, 
the money stock should grow by 4¼ to 4¾ per cent per year. The coverage of M3 has been changed several 
times to remove distortions, for example due to non-euro area residents’ holdings, and was modified also 
with the adoption of the euro by Greece in 2001. This paper always refers to the revised series.  

3. For a review of theories that support this view see Nelson (2003). 
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Figure 1. Growth of M3 in the euro area 
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3. In this paper we regress the ratio of M3 to GDP on short- and long-term interest rates and a 
composite of residential property and stock prices within an error-correction framework. We find evidence 
for a positive relationship between asset prices and liquidity ratios in the long run, but no significant 
relationship in the short run. This long-run positive effect suggests that the observed money overhang may 
indeed reflect wealth effects on money demand. Tests suggest that this relationship is stable and has not 
been disrupted by the introduction of the euro on 1 January 1999, except that wealth may play a greater 
role post-1998. Similarly, the dynamic relationship explaining the ratio of M3 to GDP, which includes 
wealth in the error-correction term, is stable and has not been disrupted by the introduction of the euro. 

Theoretical underpinnings 

4. The quantity theory of money assumes a stable relationship between the volume of activity or 
transactions (Y), the price level (P) and the money stock (M). This theory is based on the notion that the 
velocity of money circulation (V) is either constant or exogenous. If this assumption holds, the identity 

(1) PYMV =  

may be interpreted as a money demand equation of the following type: 

(2) VPYM =  

5. The economics profession has since long rejected this equation as too simple because it does not 
take into consideration the possibility of endogenous variations in money velocity, associated with 
developments in the cost of credit or the opportunity cost of holding liquidity. This has led to specifications 
of the type: 

(3) ),,,(
−+++

= irlirsYPMM  

6. In this equation money demand is assumed to rise if the short-term interest rate (irs) increases, 
because of a higher return on short-term deposits. Moreover, money demand is assumed to decrease if the 
long-term interest rate or bond yield (irl) rises, because the opportunity cost of holding liquidity as opposed 
to bonds increases. It is this specification, or variants thereof, that has been used frequently as a starting 
point for estimating money demand equations to explain developments of M3 in the euro area. Variants 
include Fagan and Henry (1998) and Coenen and Vega (2001) who suggest to enter the difference between 
irs and irl (i.e. the yield curve) in the equation, thus restricting the coefficients of irs and irl to be the same. 
In a more recent study, Brand and Cassola (2004) remove irs and only retain irl, whereas Avouyi-Dovi et 
al. (2003) and Bruggeman et al. (2003) emphasise the importance of irs as a measure of the ”own rate of 
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money”, i.e. the yield on near-money included in M3. Artis and Beyer (2004) remove irs and retain irl as 
well, but argue that irl should represent the German bond rate, this being the relevant benchmark rate in 
Europe. Inflation is sometimes introduced in the equation as a proxy of the capital loss of holding money 
and to capture the impact of inflation on real interest rates.4  

7. In this paper we augment the standard money demand equation with an explanatory variable that 
captures the possible impact of wealth (W) on money demand. The basic idea is that a gain in wealth will 
exert an influence on the demand for money through two channels. One channel is the substitution effect 
(Friedman, 1988): a rise in asset prices makes these assets more attractive alternative investment vehicles 
in comparison with money. The other channel is the income effect: as wealth increases, part of the 
additional wealth may be stored in liquid instruments. Moreover, as the turnover of financial transactions 
increases with the higher level of asset prices, the demand for money for transaction purposes will rise. The 
substitution effect of wealth on money demand is negative and the income effect is positive, hence a priori 
the sign of the net impact of wealth on money demand is undetermined. This leads to the following 
specification: 

(4) ),,,,(
?

WirlirsPYMM
−+++

=  

8. Fase and Winder (1998) have found empirical evidence for a positive sign on the wealth variable 
in this relationship for the European Union prior to the adoption of the euro in 1999, including net financial 
wealth derived from balance sheet data as an explanatory variable. By contrast, Bruggeman et al. (2003) 
reject a relationship between money demand and share prices for the euro area, including observations for 
the period after the adoption of the single currency. Moreover, they find that interest rates are not very well 
determined in the equation. There are recent studies which aim to estimate the impact of the volatility in 
share prices. The Institut für Weltwirtschaft (2003), for example, finds a positive correlation with M3, the 
rationale being that volatility and the associated increased uncertainty leads to a flight in low-risk liquid 
assets that are included in M3. To our knowledge, however, the relevance of a broader wealth variable that 
includes property prices along with share prices has not been tested to date. 

Empirical analysis 

9. First, a long-term relationship between the ratio of the money stock to GDP and the fundamentals 
is estimated. The econometric method rests on co-integration, following Stock and Watson (1993).5 
Second, a dynamic relationship in the form of an error correction model (ECM) is derived. For both the 
long and short-run relationships, a set of statistical tests are run to assess the stability of the relationship, 
particularly with respect to the introduction of the euro.  

10. Data are quarterly, covering the period 1971 Q1 until 2003 Q4. The variables considered are 
broad money M3, real GDP, the GDP deflator, nominal short and long-run interest rates, and wealth 
(Figure 2). The wealth variable is provided by the Bank for International Settlement and is a geometric 
weighted average of equity prices and residential and commercial property prices. They are available for 
all the countries of the euro area, except Greece, Luxembourg and Portugal, on a quarterly basis, over the 
whole period in real and nominal terms.6 All other data are extracted from the OECD Economic Outlook 
No. 75 database.  

                                                      
4. It also allows for some degree of short-run price non-homogeneity, see Bruggeman et al. (2003). 

5. Stock and Watson (1993) proposed to estimate the long-run relationship between macroeconomic variables 
in the form of co-integration, adding leads and lags of the change in the co-integrating variables, which 
make the usual statistical tests (such as the t-test for significance of the variables) valid. A first step 
consists of testing the integration order of the relevant variables, since co-integration can only take place 
between variables that are integrated of the same order. A second step consists of estimating the 
co-integrating vectors between those variables. 

6. More details on the construction of the data can be found in Borio and Lowe (2002).  
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Figure 2. The data 
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The long-run relationship 

11. Various interpretations of the theoretical relationship were tested to identify the best possible 
long-run equilibrium relationship.7 Our preferred theoretical representation is one in which the elasticity on 
nominal output is fixed at unity, based on the premise that in the absence of changes in interest rates or 
asset prices money velocity should be stationary, in line with Artis and Beyer (2004). This specification 
can be written as:  

(5) kwirlirsypm ttttttt ++++=−− .... 4321 απααα  

where m stands for log of money demand, p for the log of the GDP deflator, y the log of real GDP, irs and 
irl respectively the short and long-term interest rates, π for inflation, w for wealth and k is a constant. This 
equation was estimated with and without wealth, with and without inflation, and with different inflation 
measures.8 The semi-elasticities for interest rates and inflation are not always significant, depending on the 
definition of inflation and whether the wealth variable is included.  

12. In the following, we use the “best specification” identified to analyse the long-run relationship 
between money demand, prices, interest rates and wealth (Table 1).9 In this representation, wealth is 
expressed in real terms and inflation is removed because it is not significant.10 We check whether the 
wealth variable indeed adds explanatory power to the long-term monetary equilibrium, without adversely 
affecting the statistical properties of this equation. Table 1 reports the results for both estimates, with and 
without wealth.11 The equation which includes wealth performs significantly better. The residuals from the 
equation without wealth do not pass the ADF tests, and therefore the hypothesis of co-integration between 
the ratio of broad money to GDP and interest rates is rejected. In practice, this means that residuals from 
this equation are trended and that we cannot proceed with standard statistical tools to analyse this 
relationship. By contrast, when including wealth, the ADF tests strongly reject the hypothesis of a unit root 
in the residuals. Thus we cannot reject the hypothesis of co-integration between the ratio of broad money 

                                                      
7. The standard Dickey-Fuller procedure confirmed that all the relevant variables are integrated of order 1 so 

that a co-integration vector may be estimated. 

8. Various measures of inflation were considered: the GDP deflator, the private consumption deflator, as 
quarterly year-on-year growth rates or quarter-on-quarter growth rates. M3, GDP, the GDP deflator and 
wealth are in logs. When inflation is introduced in the equation, both interest rates and the wealth variables 
are in nominal terms to avoid introducing a colinearity between the explanatory variables that would 
damage the statistical analysis.  

9. “Best specification” in this context refers to the statistical properties of the relationship in equation (5). We 
also experimented with a version of the equation in which the coefficients on real output and the price level 
were freely estimated. Without the wealth variable this yielded a point estimate of the coefficient on real 
output equal to 1.3, which is significantly greater than 1 based on a Wald test. The estimated coefficient on 
prices in this specification was exactly 1, so the combined coefficient on nominal output is normally 
between 1 and 1.3. Introducing the wealth variable in this specification yielded an insignificant coefficient 
on wealth albeit with a positive sign. The coefficient on real output remained practically unchanged at 1.3 
while the coefficient on the price level fell to 0.8. So with the wealth variable included the combined 
coefficient on nominal output would normally be close to 1. This seems to support our assumption that 
money velocity ought to be stationary in the absence of changes in real asset prices or interest rates. 

10. That inflation does not have any influence over M3 in the long run should not surprise for a sample where 
inflation has been declining throughout the sample to reach a relatively low level (Gerlach, 2003). 

11. Obviously wealth is an endogenous variable and there is unavoidably multicollinearity with the interest 
rate variables. However, the specification allows to distinguish the pure interest rate and wealth channels, 
which is the purpose of this study.   
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to GDP, real wealth, and the short and long interest rates.12 In addition, the explanatory power is 
significantly higher when wealth is introduced in the relationship. The Bera-Jarque normality test shows 
that the distribution of the residuals is normal.  

Table 1. Long term money demand equation 

Dependant 
variable:  

(M/PY) 

Co-integration coefficients  

(Standard Errors) 

 Without wealth With wealth 

Constant 20.03 

(0.02) 

19.9 

(0.01) 

Short term interest 
rate 

0.0089 

(0.015) 

-0.0069 

(0.002) 

Long term interest 
rate 

0.031 

(0.004) 

-0.0044 

(0.003) 

Wealth  0.268 

(0.018) 

R2 adjusted 0.65 0.90  

ADF unit root test in 
the residual (probability 
of rejecting the unit root 
hypothesis) 

P=0.40 P=0.87 

13. Nearly all explanatory variables have the expected sign. A rise in the long term rate triggers a 
substitution effect in the sense that agents augment their holdings in less liquid assets outside M3 relative 
to their income. Perhaps surprisingly, this is also the case for a rise in the short-term rates. One explanation 
may be linked to expectations: a rise in short-term rates may be expected to induce a fall in long-run rates 
as monetary policy tightening will ease inflationary pressure. This will prompt substitution away from 
liquid assets into bonds.13 Overall, interest rates entail strong substitution effects. By contrast, the variable 
measuring wealth has a positive sign, suggesting the income effect from wealth outweighs a substitution 
effect.  

                                                      
12. The Johansen procedure was also used to test for a co-integrating relationship among these variables and 

concludes in favour of the existence of at most two co-integrating vectors between this set of variables, at 
the 5 per cent significance level. The coefficients estimated with Johansen vary from those estimated with 
Stock and Watson, which is a usual result over a short sample period.  

13. The negative sign on short-term interest rates may also suggest that it is a rather incomplete proxy for the 
own rate of return on M3. 
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The short-run relationship 

14. The second step of the procedure consists in estimating the short term dynamic relationship 
between the change in money velocity and the change in interest rates, the inflation rate and asset prices. 
The co-integrating vector estimated above, lagged once, is introduced as an explanatory variable, acting as 
an error correction term. In this equation, the dependant variable is real money. The dynamic of GDP is 
freely estimated because short run variations in income might yield a different allocation between liquid 
and illiquid saving vehicles. The short-run equation is estimated as:  

(6) 
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where ∆ stands for the first difference operator, and 4 lags are initially introduced, since the variables are 
quarterly. Insignificant variables are removed in a sequential fashion. 

 

Table 2. Long-term and dynamic relationships 

 Long term equation Dynamic equation 

All sample, 
with wealth 

Change 
after 
1999 All sample Change after 1999 

 I II III IV V 
constant 19.87** n 19.87** n n 
Irs -0.007** -0.038** -0.007** n n 
Irl -0.004* N -0.004* n n 
wealth 0.27** 0.41** 0.27** n n 
Ecm   -0.036** n n 
dm(-1)   0.36** n n 
dm(-2)   0.20** n n 
dirs(-1)   -0.002* n n 
dirl(-1)   -0.002* n n 
dinflation(-1)   -0.35** -0.85** -1.06** 
dinflation(-2)   0.19* n n 
Dgdp(-2)   0.30** n n 
R2 adj. 0.90 0.91 0.38 0.36 0.38 
SE 0.022 0.021 0.005 0.005 0.005 
SSR 0.059 0.050 0.003 0.003 0.003 
ADF -2.7     

Note: Column I is the long-run relationship estimated over the whole sample. Column II is the same co-integrating vector as column I, but allowing 
for a change in the coefficients after the introduction of the euro. When such a change takes place, the value by which the coefficient is affected is 
reported in the cell, otherwise a “n” denotes no change. Column III, IV and V summarize information on the error-correction representation. 
Column III is the full sample estimate of the dynamic relationship. Column IV allows a change in the dynamic coefficients only, through a dummy 
variable. Column V allows a change in all coefficients, using the same technique. ** and * denote significance at the 5 and 10% level. 
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15. The estimated equation is satisfactory (Table 2, column III). The explanatory power is 
significant, and the standard statistical tests are passed without difficulties. The error correction term is 
significant at the 1 per cent level, pointing to the existence of an equilibrium relationship between money 
demand, the level of interest rates and wealth. The magnitude of the coefficient is in line with those 
previously estimated in the literature (Calza et al. 2001, Coenen and Vega 2001, or Brand and Cassola 
2004), suggesting that the speed of adjustment is quite slow, with a half-life slightly greater than two 
years.14 Other significant variables in the short run are the changes in interest rates, changes in GDP and 
changes in inflation. Changes in wealth are not significant even at the 10 per cent level. Short run 
fluctuations in both interest rates are negatively correlated with the variations of money demand, possibly 
reflecting that M3 embodies short term and somewhat longer term deposits. The growth rate of inflation 
has a negative effect on M3, in line with the expected flight from liquidity that takes place when inflation 
is rising.  

Has the adoption of the euro had an effect on the stability of the relationship? 

16. The importance of the evolution of M3 for the assessment of inflation risks over the medium and 
long term – which plays a prominent role in the ECB’s policy framework – is strongly dependent on the 
stability of the money demand relationship. Structural changes may affect the stability of an econometric 
relationship, and the adoption of the euro may qualify as such. It is difficult to test for a break in an 
econometric relationship as it might take some time between the dates at which the change occurs and the 
full impact on the relevant relationship. Regarding the adoption of the euro, another difficulty stems from 
the fact that this changeover is very recent.  

17. The strategy followed in this paper is to use several tests, on both the long-term and the dynamic 
relationship.15 The adoption of the euro on 1 January 1999 may represent a regime change and we search 
for a break in the money demand equation at this date. There are three types of testing procedure: i) the 
forecasting and break point Chow tests, ii) testing for a change in the coefficient by introducing a dummy 
variable taking the value zero before the introduction of the euro and one afterwards, iii) comparing the 
performance of the equation estimated for a shorter sample (which stops at the end of 1998) with the full 
sample. These three procedures and the results are presented below. 

The statistical tests do not detect a structural change following the introduction of the euro  

18. The Chow breakpoint and forecast tests are used to identify a structural break in the relationship. 
The idea of the breakpoint Chow test is to fit the equation separately for each sub sample and to see 
whether there are significant differences in the estimated equations. A significant difference indicates a 
structural change in the relationship. One major drawback of the breakpoint test is that each sub sample 
requires at least as many observations as the number of estimated parameters. When this is not the case, 
such as for our dynamic equation, one may use the Chow forecast test. The Chow forecast test estimates 
two models, one using the full set of data, and the other using a long sub period. A large difference 
between the two models casts doubt on the stability of the estimated relation over the sample period. As 
shown in Table 3, the null hypothesis of a change in the two sub-relationships compared to the main one is 
rejected:  

 

 

                                                      

14. The half-life is given by the formula )1ln(/)2/1ln( α− . 

15. More details on tests for regime changes may be found in Boone and Girouard (2002). 
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Table 3. Chow tests for structural breaks 

 Breakpoint (1999 Q1)  
(Probability of a structural break) 

Forecasts (1999Q1-2003Q4) 
(Probability of a structural break) 

Long term relationship 0.009 0.08 

Dynamic relationship n.r 0.11 

Note: n.r stands for non relevant, as there are too many parameters to estimate. 

 

 

Allowing a structural shift in the coefficient 

19. The second procedure introduces a dummy variable which changes the estimated coefficients 
after the potential break date, i.e. it takes the value 0 between 1971:1 and 1998:4 and 1 between 1999:1 and 
2003:4. This is akin to the Chow test, but it will also give an estimate of the magnitude of the change, if 
there has been a change with the inception of the euro. The estimated co-integrating vector is thus the 
following: 
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We include a dummy variable in both the long-term equilibrium and the dynamic relationship.16 The 
results are shown in Table 2 above and indeed suggests that there has been some change with the inception 
of the euro. For the long-run relationship, this procedure suggests that the impacts of the short-term interest 
rate and wealth on money demand have increased with the adoption of the euro. For the dynamic 
relationship, all dummies are insignificant except for the one on the change in the inflation rate. This could 
well reflect the move towards a lower inflation regime that has completed with the creation of the euro. 
Although it is difficult to draw firm conclusions from this test, it does suggest that the influence of the 
wealth variable has become more important since 1999. 

20. In a third procedure, coefficients are estimated over the reduced sample, ending in 1998:4, and 
compared to the full sample estimate, for both the long run and the dynamic relationships. As shown in 
Table 4, there are no significant changes in the coefficients, and the residuals are unaltered. Compared with 
the results from the dummy procedure, this suggests that the regime change might be too recent to affect 
the whole sample estimates.  

 

 

                                                      
16. For the short-run relationship a significant coefficient for a dummy should be interpreted as the inception 

of the euro having an impact on the response of the growth rate of money to changes in the explanatory 
variables. 
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Table 4. Estimation over a sample ending in 1998Q4 compared to full sample estimates 

1. Long-run equation 
 
 Full sample coefficients 

(standard errors) 
Shorter sample coefficients 

(standard errors) 
Short- term interest rates -0.007 

(0.002) 
-0.006 
(0.002) 

Long-term interest rates -0.004 
(0.003) 

-0.005 
(0.003) 

Wealth 0.27 
(0.02) 

0.27 
(0.02) 

R2 adjusted 0.90 0.82 
Standard error of regression 0.022 0.021 
Sum of squared residuals 0.06 0.046 
 
2. Dynamic equation 
 
 Full sample coefficients 

(standard errors) 
Shorter sample coefficients 

(standard errors) 
Error-correction -0.036 

(0.02) 
-0.046 
(0.02) 

∆M3, 1 lag 0.36 
(0.08) 

0.30 
(0.08) 

∆M3, 2 lags 0.20 
(0.07) 

0.17 
(0.07) 

∆GDPV, 2 lags 0.30 
(0.09) 

0.32 
(0.08) 

∆Inflation, 1 lag  -0.35 
(0.14) 

-0.31 
(0.14) 

∆Inflation, 2 lags 0.19 
(0.12) 

0.12 
(0.12) 

∆IRS, 1 lag -0.002 
(0.001) 

-0.002 
(0.001) 

∆IRL, 1 lag -0.002 
(0.001) 

-0.003 
(0.002) 

R2 adjusted 0.38 0.50 
Standard error of regression 0.005 0.005 
Sum of squared residuals 0.003 0.003 
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21. Overall, the tests confirm the stability of the long-term and dynamic relationship since the 
introduction of the euro, although some variables, most notably wealth, appear to exert a stronger influence 
on money growth. The results for the long and short-run relationships are summarised in Table 5. 
Regarding the stability of the long-run equilibrium between money, inflation, wealth and interest rates, the 
tests reject the null hypothesis of a rupture in the co-integrating relationship. However, using the dummy 
procedure, the estimated parameters associated with the co-integrating variables are not always stable. 
More precisely, both short-term interest rates and the wealth variables do appear to have more influence on 
the evolution of M3 following the inception of the euro. Reducing the estimation sample so that it ends 
before the introduction of the euro does not alter the estimated coefficients; if anything, the explanatory 
power is slightly higher for this shorter sample period, which could reflect the change in the coefficient 
that has been detected, post 1998, for short-term interest rates and wealth. The results of the three 
procedures are similar for the error-correction model.  

 

Table 5. Summary results of the stability tests 

Testing procedures Long-term equation Dynamic equation 

1. Chow tests   

Forecast test (break from 1999 Q1) Stable Stable 

Break point test (break between 1998 
Q4 and 1999 Q1) 

Stable Not relevant  

2. Dummy after the introduction of 
the euro  

Stable relationship but 
increased influence of wealth 
and short- term interest rates 

Stable 

3. Short versus full sample Stable Stable 

 

 

Did wealth push up M3 growth?  

22. What matters for the policy maker is to what extent wealth fluctuations may explain the 
overshooting of the ECB’s M3 target. In this section, we first assess the contribution of wealth to changes 
in M3 over the recent past. Then we use the equilibrium relationship to project long-term changes in M3 
with and without wealth, as if we were running these forecasts just before the euro changeover. This gives 
a measure of the forecasting errors that can be made when asset prices are not taken into account to project 
M3 growth.  
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23. Breaking down the M3 evolution into the different explanatory components provides information 
on the relative contribution of each variable. The long-term relationship is written as: 

(8) ecmirlirsw
yp

m
+++= ...

. 546
3 ααα  

The contribution of each explanatory variable X over a given period to the change in the liquidity 
ratio M3/P.Y, (Ctr(X)), is given by: 
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where ∆ represents the change of the relevant variable over a pre-determined period and X stands for the 
log of wealth or the interest rates. Table 6 below presents the contribution of each of the explanatory 
variables to the long-run evolution of real money demand over the past eight years. 

Table 6. Contributions to the accumulated change in the money demand to GDP ratio 

Due to changes in :  Change 
in M/PY W Irs Irl Residuals 

1995-
2003 (I) 

0.12 0.056 0.026 0.017 0.02 

1999-
2001 (II) 

0.04 0.024 -0.002 -0.003 0.02 

 

24. These calculations show the important role played by the evolution of housing and financial 
wealth in accounting for the movements in the long-run money velocity. The two samples are chosen so as 
to cover the whole period (I), and the period when asset prices were rising fast (II). Overall, these 
contributions suggest that wealth has contributed in an important way to the rapid rise in M3, and the 
contribution of wealth is particularly important over the period (II) when asset prices were rising faster.  

25. To check to what degree the inclusion of the wealth variable in the long-run equation may affect 
our assessment of the presence of a “money overhang “ we have simulated the ratio of money to GDP 
using the long-run relationship with and without the wealth variables, from the 1st quarter 1999 onwards 
based on the equations presented in Table 1. The results are shown in Figure 3 below. They suggest that 
the estimated money overhang – defined as the accumulated difference between the actual and the 
simulated liquidity ratio using the long-term equation – indeed depends on the inclusion or non-inclusion 
of a wealth variable. According to the specification without the wealth variable a money overhang has been 
steadily building since 2001. However, including the wealth variable in the equation suggests that until 
2001 a negative money overhang had been building up (i.e. money was growing slower than predicted by 
the long-term equation) which was subsequently absorbed. Obviously the margins of uncertainty 
surrounding this result are considerable, but it does cast some doubt on the view that there is a large money 
overhang out there which, once unleashed, may prove inflationary. . 
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Figure 3: Forecasting the ratio of money to GDP using the long-run equilibrium relationship  
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Note: Simulations start in 1999, hence numbers prior to 1999 are observed data 

 

 

Concluding remarks 

26. This paper presented an empirical analysis of the demand for money in the euro area over a 
period including the introduction of the euro in 1999 and next the introduction of the cash euro in 2002. 
The analysis sought to explain the rapid growth of money since the inception of the euro by the increase of 
wealth. The empirical evidence presented here suggests that a large part of the overshooting may indeed be 
due to financial and housing wealth developments. It also confirms, in line with the literature, that euro 
area money demand is stable and has not been disrupted by the inception of the euro. The influence of 
financial and housing wealth also looks robust over time and may even have increased after the changeover 
to the euro. 

27. All considered, the systematic overshooting of the M3 target in the euro area may be less of a 
puzzle if it can be demonstrated that in a low inflation environment with a credible monetary policy 
framework, money is a relatively safe asset of which agents are prepared to hold more if their overall 
wealth position improves. Obviously the euro area and the single monetary policy are relatively young, and 
further monitoring will add valuable information as to the validity of this conclusion. 
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